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The Great Speech of Andy Johnson,
OF TENNESSEE,

Made In the Senate of the States,
Dec. 18th and 19th, 1868,

A Union Speech from a Southern
Senator.

' The Most weighty speech made in the
Congress of the United Slates during the
present session, was that by Senator An
drew Johnson, of Tennessee, on Tuesday
and Wednesday of last week. This speech
will hare a place in the history of the
country, and if Andy Johnson a political
life should be cnt short by it, as is possible.
be will have made an honerable record, of
which bis children and his country will
bare reason to be proud. These are the
tiroes that test politicians, and Andy
Johnson, of Tennessee, jives forth no un-

certain sound,buttbe full-ton- ring of man
hood and patriotism. His speech is of
prodigious length, and crowded with ex-

tracts from documents. - Published com
plete, it would fill about three pages of
our paper. He argued the "Right of Se
cession at a great lengbtb, and crrae to
the conclusion that there was no such right,
and there was no power conferred to co-

erce a State, but that there was power to
operate upon individulas in .the States.
He did not think it necessary, in order to
preserve the Union, for Congress to have
power to coerce a Slate all that was ne-

cessary was for the Government to have
the power to execute and to carry out all
the powers conferred upon it by the
Constitution, whether they apply to the
State or otherwise. He says:

This, I think, the Government clearly
baa the power to do; and so long as the
Government executes all the laws in good
faith, denying the rig'ui of a Slate consti-
tutionally to secede, so long the State is
in the Union, and subject to all the

of the Constitution and the laws
parsed in conformity with it.
it is not an invasion of a State for the
Federal Government to ex scute its laws, to
take care of its public property, and to
enforce the collection of its revenue, but if,
in the excutionlion of the laws; if, in the
enforcement of the Constitution, il meets
with resistance, it is the duty of the Gov-erme-

and it has the authority to put
down resistance, and effectually to execute
the laws as contemplated by the Consliu
tion of the county.

Mr. Johnson quotes largely aud tn"st
pertinently from ibe fathers of the Repub-
lic on these points. From Jefferson thus:

Mr. Jefferson, in his letter to Colonel
Monroe, dated Paris, August 11, 178U,
speaks ibuse;

"There never will be money in the
Treasury until the Confederacy- - shows its
teeth. The States must see the ro ! ; per-
haps il must be felt by some one of them.
I am persuaded all of them would rejoice
to see every one obliged to furnish its con-

tributions. It is not the difficulty of furn-

ishing them which beggars the Treasury,
but the fear that others will not furnish as
much. Every rational citizen must wish
to see it on any other element than the
water."

Mr. Johnson quoted from Madison, Mar-
shall, Jackson and Webster and finally
from He remarked after
having fortified the steps of bis argument
with history : .

"Hence in traveling along through the
instrument, we find how the Government
is created, how il is to be perpetuated, and
how it may be enlarged in reference to ike
numbers of Slates constituting the Con-
federacy ; but do we find any provision for
winding it up except on that great inher-

ent principle that il may be wound up by
the Stales not by a State but by the
States tnat spoke it into existence, and by
no olh er means."
THE WHISKY INSURRECTION—HOW WASHINGTON

EXECUTED THE LAWS.
Mr. Johnson referred to the whisky in-

surrection in Pennsylvania. Mr. Johnson
says on this Imnd :

"The Constitution has been formed ; it
has been made perfect ; or io other words,
means have been provided by which it can
be made perfect. It was intended to be
made perpetual in reference to the execu-
tion of the laws under it. What do wl1

find! As early as 1775 Congress passed
an excise law taxing distilleries thronght
the country, and what were called the
whisky boys of Pennsylvania, misted the
law. The Government wanted means;
taxed distilleries; the people of Pennsyl-Tani- a

resisted it. What's the difference
between a portion of the people resisting
a constitutional law and all the people of a
State doing so ! But because you can ap-
ply the term coercion in one case to a Slate,
and in the other call it simply the execu-
tion of the law against individuals, you
say there is a great restriciion. We do
not assume the power to coerce a Slate,
but we assume that Congress has power to
lay and collect taxes, aud Congress has
f he right to enforce the lawwhen obstruc-
tions and impairments are oppossed to its
enforcement. The people of Pennsylva-
nia did object; they did resist and oppose
the legal authorities of the country. Was
that law enforced I Was it called coercion
at that day to enforce itf Suppose all
the people of the State of Pennsylvania
bad resisted, would not the law have ap-

plied with just the same force, and would
it not have been just as constitutional to
execute it agaiust all the people of the
State as it was to execute it upon a part
of their citizens!

Mr. J0H88ON quoted from the annual
message of Washington, in which he gave
a history of the: Whisky Rebellion. In
bis message Washington said :

"While there is cause to lament that occur-
rence of this nature should have d'uuram--
the name or interrupted the tranquility of any
mrtof our community, or should have divert
ed to a new application any portion of Uu pub-
lic resources, there are not wauling real aud
auhslnniial eunanlations for the mistoitme. It
has demonstrated that our pnwperity Mt on
solid foundations. Iy furnishing an additional
proof that my Icllow-citise- undeniiaud I lie

true principle of Government aud libertv; that
they feel their inmperaUe union: that, notwith-
standing all 1 he devices which have been tided
to away them from their interest and duty,
they are bow as ready to maintain the authority
pf the laws agaiuat licentious invaiaions as they

were to defend their rights against usurpation.
Mr. Johnson said:
We see that in lhat instance President

Washington thought there was power in
this Government to execute its laws.'- - We
see, too, that George Washington consid
ered the militia the army of too Constuu
tion. We see, too, that George Washing
ton refers to this Union as being insepera- -

ble. This is the way that the laws were
executed by the Father of his Country,
the man who sat as President of the Con
vention that made the Constitution.
Here was resistance interposed, oppost
tion to the execution of the laws; and
George Washington, then President of the
United states, went in person at the bead
bf the militia; aud it showed his sagacity,
his correct comprehension of men, and the
effect lhat an immediate movement of thai
kind would have upon them. He ordered
fifteen thousand of bis countrymen to the
scene of action, and went there in person,
and stayed there till he was satisfied thai
the insubordination was quelled. Thai is
the manlier iu which George Washington
put down rebellion. That is the manner
in which be executed the laws.

Mr. Johnson referred to Gen. Jackson
in nullification limes, and remarked:

Then we 8oe where General Washing-
ton stood. Now bow does the present
case stand f The time has come when men
should speak out. Duties are mine; con-

sequences are God's. I intend to discharge
my duty, and I intend to avow my under-
standing of the Constitution and the laws
of the country. Have we do authority or
power to execute the laws in the State of
south Carolina as well as in Vermont
and Pennsylvania! I think we have.
Now, sir, what J-- t.2 Government to do
in South Carolina? If South Carolina
undertake to drive the Federal Courts out
of that Slate, yet the Federal Govern-

ment has the Right to provide the means
for retaining possession of that proeriy.
If she makes an advance either to dispos-
sess the Government of thai which it has
purchased, or to resist the execution of the
revenue laws, or of our judical system, of
the carrying of the mails, or the exercise
of any oiher power conferred on the Feder-
al Government, she puts herself in the
wrong, and it will be the duty of liie liov-erntne-

to see that the laws are faithfully
executed.

SOUTH CAROLINA'S DEED OF CESSION.

Mr. Johnson read the deed of cession
by South Carolina to the General Govern-

ment of the land on which the forts of
Charleston are erected.' Mr. Johnson said :

Here is the clear deed of cession. The
Federal Government has complied with all
the conditions,. and has, in its own right,
lite land on which forts are constructed.
The conditions of the cession have been
complied with; and the Government has
had possession from that period to the
present time. There are its forts; ih-- ro

are its arsennl ; there are its dock-

yards; there is the properly of the Gov-

ernment; ntid now, under the Constitu-
tion, aud undVr the jaws in
thereof, has South Carolina the aiilhhril y
nnd the light to exjiel the Federal Gov-

ernment from its own projerty tlml has
been given to her by her own act, and of
which it is now in possession f By resist-

ing execution of the laws; by attempting
to dispossess the Federal Government,
does she not put herself iu the wrong
Does she not violate the luws of the
United States! Does she not violate the
Constitution ! Does she not put herself,
within the meaning and purview of the
Constitution, in the altitude of levying
war against the United States ! The Con-

stitution defines aud declares what is trea-

son. Let ns talk about things by their
right names. I know that some hotspur
or madcap may declare that these are times
for a government of law ;that we ate in a
revolution. I know that Patrick Henery
once said, "If this be treason, make the
most of it." If anything can be treason
iu the scope and purview of the Constitu-
tion, is il not levying war upon the United
States treason. Is nut an attempt to take
its properly treason ! Is not an attempt
to expel its soldiers treason ! Is not an
attempt to resist the collection of the rev-

enue, or to expel your mails, or to drive
your courts from ber borders, treason !

Are not these powers clearly conferred in
the Constitution on the Federal Govern-

ment to be exercised! What is it, then,
1 ask in the name of the Constitution, in
the meaning of the term as there defined f

It is treason, and nothing but treason;
and if one Slate, upon its voliton, can go
out of this Confederacy without regard
to the effect it is to have upon ibe remain-

ing patties to the compact, what is your
Government worth! what will il come to!
and what will it end ! It is no Govern
ment at all upon such a construction.

WHAT DARE WE PERMIT A STATE TO DO?

Suppose this doctrine to be true, Mr.
Presideut that a Stale can withdraw from
this Confederacy, aud suppose South Car
olina has seceded, and is now out of the
Confederacy : in what an aliunde does she
place herself ! ' There might be circumstan-
ces under which the States ratifying the
compact might tolerate the secession of
State, she taking the consequences of the
act. But there might be other circum-
stances under which ibe Slates could not
allow one to secede. Why do I say so!
some suppose and it is a
supposition lhat by the secession of
State, all the remaining stales might be
involved in disastrous consequences. Ihey
might be involved in war; and by the se
cession of one Stale, the existence of the
remaining Slates might be mvolved. Then,
without regard to the Constitution, dare
the other Stales permit one to secede when

it eudanirers and involves all the remain
ing States. The question arises in this
connection, whether the States are in a
condition to tolerate or will tolerate the
secession of S.min Carolina. That is a
natter to be determined by ihe circum
stances; thai is a mutter to be determined
by the emergency; that is a matter to be
determined hen it comes up. Il is a ques-
tion which must be loft oien to be deter-
mined by ihe surroundiug circumstances,
wuen tue occasion arises.

THE MONROE DOCTRINE.

But conceding, for argument's sake, the
doctrine of secession, and admitting that
ibe Slate of South Carolina is now upon
your coast, a foreign Power, absolved from
all connection with the Federal Govern
ment, out of the Union : what then !
Thereto at a doctrine inculcated in 1823,
by Mr. Monroe, that this Government,
keeping in view the safety of the people
and the exislance of our institution, would
permit no European Power to plant any
more colonies on this continent. Note,
suppose that South Carolina is outside
of the Confederacy and this Government
is in possession of the fact that she is
forming an alliance with a foreign Pow
ers with r ranee, with England, with
Russia, with Austria, or wilh all the prin
ciple Powers of Europe; lhat there is to
be a great naval station established there;
an immense rendezvous fur their armv,
with a view of making advances upon the
rest of these States: let me ask the Sen-
ate, let men ask tlie country, if they dare
permit itf Under and in compliance wilh
the great law ofself preservation, we dare
not let Aer do tt; and if she were a sover-
eign Power outside of the Con

federacy, and wasforming an alliance that
we deemed mimical to our institutions, and
the existence of our Government, we should
have a right to conquer and' hold as a
province. -

-

THE MEXICAN WAR.
After having expended $120,000,000

in the war, after having lost many of our
bravest and most gallant men ; after hav-

ing paid f 15,000,000,000 to Mexico for
the territory, and admitted it in the Union
as a Slate, now that the people of Calfor- -

bi have got into the Confederacy and can
stand alone, according to this modern doc
trine, your (government was just made to
let them in, and ihen let them step out.
Is not the conclusion illogical? Is it not
absurd lo say that, now lhat California is
in, she, on ber own volition without re
gard to the consideration paid for her;
without regard to the policy which dictated
her acquisition by the United Stales can
walk out and bid you defiance! Is it not
an absurdity, if you take the reason and
object of Government!

TEXAS.
Bui we need not stop here; let us go to

Texas. Texas was engaged in a revolution
ith Mexico. She succeeded in the after--

lion and establishment of her independence,
and she became a sovereign aud independent
rower outside or this Union, she applied
for admission, and sha was admitted into
this family of States. After she was in,
she was oppressed by the debts of her war
which resulted in her sepnralion from Mex
ico; she was hnrrassed bv Indians upon
her larder; and in 1850, by way of relief
to Texas, what did we do! There was an
extent of territory that lies north, if my
memory serve right, embracing what is
now called the territory of New Mexico.
Texas had il not in her power to protect
the citizens that were there. It was a dead
limit, paralyzed, lifeless. The Federal Gov
ernment came along ns a kind physician,
saying, "We will take this dead limb from
your body and vitalize it, by giving protec
lion the people, and incorporating it into
a territorial government, and in addition
lo that we will give you $I0,000,0u0, and
you may retain your own public lands,"
ana tne otner S'ates were taxed in com-
mon to pay the 110,000,000. Now, after
all this is done, Texas, forsooth, upon
ber own volition, is to say, "1 will walk
out of this Union V Were there no other
parties to that compact! We are told the
compact is reciprocal. Did we take in Cali
fornia, did we take in Texas, just to bene
fit them ? No ; bui to add to ibis great
family of stales; and it is apparent, from
ihe fact of their corning in, that the com-
pact is reciprocal; and having entered into
the compact, they have no right to with
out the consent of the remaining States.

LOUISIANA.
The Senator in like manner referred to

ihe Sialeof Louisiana the money the na-

tion paid for ber the battles fought for her
and remarked :

And now after all this; after the mon
ey has been paid ; after the free navigation
of the river has been obtained not for the
the benefit,of Louisiana alone, but for her in
common with all States Louisiana says to
the other Slates, "We will go out of this
Conferncy : we do not care if you did fight
our battles; we do nol care if you did ac-

quire the free navigation of this river from
trance; we will go out if we think pro-
per, and constitute an independent Power,
aud bid defiance to the other States." Il
is an absurdity; it is a contradiction; it
is illogical; it is not deducible from the
structure of the Government itself.

So sensitive have been the people of my
Slate upon the free navigation of that riv-

er, (Mississippi) thai as far back as 1796,
now sixty four yi;ars ago. in their bill of
rights before they iiassed under the juris-
diction of the United Slates, they de-

clared:
"That an equal participation of the free

navigation of the Mississippi is one of ibe
inheraul rights of the citizens of this State;
it cannot, therefore, be conceded to any
prince, potentate, Power, person, or per-
sons whatever."

This shows the estimate that the people
fixed on this stream sixty-fou- r years ago;
and now we are told, if Louisiana does go
out, it is not her intention it this time to
tax the people above. Who can toll what
may be the intention of Louisinna hereaf-

ter? Are we willing to place the rights
of our citizens, are we willing to place the
travel and commerce of our citizens, at the
discretion of any Power outside of this
Government? I will not; I do not care
whether the other Powers be Louisiana or
the moon.

FLORIDA.
Mr. Johnson gave history of pur

chase of Florida, and the expenditures of
the Government ill driving oul the Indians,
and remarked :

We paid ihe sum of $25,000,000 to gel
the Seminoles out of the swamps, so thai
the Territory could be inhabited by while
men. We paid for it, we took possession

of it ; aud I remember, when I was in the
other House, and Florida was knocking at
the door for admissions, how extremely
anxious her then able Delegate was to be
admitted. He now sits before me, (Mr.
Yulee.) I remember how important he
thought it was then to come under the
protecting wing of the United States as
one of the stars of our Confederacy, out
now the Territory is paid for, England is
driven out, $25,000,000 have" been ex-

pended ; and they want no longer the pro-
tection of this Goverr.ment, but will go
out without consulting the other States,
without reference to the effect upon the re
maining parties to the contract. Where
will she go ! Will she pass back under me
jurisdiction of the Seminoles ! After hav

ing been nurtured and protected and fos-

tered by all these States, now, without re-

gard to them, is she to be allowed, at her
own volition, to withdraw from the Union !
I say she hns no constitutional right to do
it; and when she does it, is an act of ag-

gression. If she succeeds, it will only be
a successful revolution. If she does not
succeed she must take the penalties and
terrors of the law.

WHAT IS KANSAS—A STATE OR TERRITORY.

But, sir, there is another question thai
suggests itself in this connection. Kansas,
during the last Congress, applied for ad-

mission into this Uuion. She assumed lo
be a Slate, and the difficulty in the way
was a provision in her Constitution, and
the manner of its adoption. We did not
let Kansas in. We did not question her
being a State; but on account of the man-ue- r

of forming her Constitution and its
provisions, we kept Kansas out. What is
Kansas now ! Is she a Stale, or is she a
Territory ! Does she revert baik to her
terriloritorial condition of pupilage! Or,
having been a State, aud having applied
for admission and been refused, is she
standing out a State! Tou bold ber as a

'erritory; you hold ber as a province.
You prescribe the mode of electing the
members of ber Legislature, and pay them
out of yoar own Treasury;- - Yes, she is a
province controlled by Federal authority,
and ber own laws are made in conformity
wilh the acts of Congress. Is sbo not a
Territory ! I think she is.

THE OSTEND MANIFESTO.

Mr. Johnson here quoted from the os--

lend manifesto. That manifesto would
justify taking Cuba, "on the very same
principle that would justify an individual
in tearing down the burning house tof his
neighbor, if there were no other means of
preventing flames from destroying bis own
home."

Mr. Johnson called this "pretty sound
doctrine," and added :

We find this document signed by our
three ministers, and approved by the Amer-

ican people, ihe doctrine laid down clearly
thai if the United Slates believed that
if the United Stales believed that Cuba
was to be transferred by Spain to England
or to France, or to some other Power in
imical to the United Slates the safety of
the American people, the safety of our in

stitutions, the existence of the Government
being imeriled, we should have a right
without regard to money or blood, to ac

quire it.
Where does tins carry ns! we nod

this doctrine was nol only laid down but
practiced, in the case of Florida. Sup-os- e

Louisiana was now out of the Con fed

eracy, holding the key of the Gulf, the
outlet to the commerce of ihe greal West,
under the doctriue laid down by these min
isters, and practiced by the Congress of the
United Slates, would uot this Govern-

ment have the right in obedience to the
great principle of self preservation, and for
ibe safely of our institutions, to seize it
at'd pass it under the jurisdiction of the
United stales, and hold, it as a province
subject to the laws of the United Slates!
I say it would. The same principle applied
lo Florida. The same principle would ap-

ply lo South Carolina. I regret thnl she
occupies the position thai she has assumed,
but 1 am arguing a principle, and do Dot
refer lo her out of any disrespect. If
South Carolina were outside of the Con-

federacy, an independent Power, having no
connection with the United Slates, an i our
institutions were likely to be endangered,
and the existence of the Government, im-

periled by her remaining a separate and
indepenpenl fower, or by uer lorming as
sociations and allinnces with some foreign
Power ihnt would injure our free insllu- -

lions, I say we would have a right, on the
principle laid down by Mr. Mason, Mr. Bu
chanan, and Mr. Soule, and upon the prin-
ciple practiced by the Congress of the Uni
ted Bia.es in the case of J lorida, to seize
her, pass her under the jurisdiction of the
United States, and hold her as a province.

Mr. Presideut, I have spoken of the pos
sibility of a State standing io the position
of south Carolina making alliances win a
foreign Power. What do we see now ?

Manning, of that Slate, in a
speech made not long since at Columbia,
made these declarations :

"Cotton is king, and wonld enable asia peace
to rule the nations of the world, or successfully
to encounter them in war. The millions in
France and England engaged in its manufac-
ture, are aa effectual guarantee of the friend
ship of those nations. Jf necessary, tbeir ar
mies would Bland to guajd its amnterruptea ana
peaceful cultivalioa,and their men-of-w- would
lind our coasts to guard it ia its transit from our
ports."

Ah 1 are we prepared, in the face of doc-

trines like these, to permit a Slate that has
been a member of our Confederacy to go
out, and erect herself into an independent
Power, when she points lo the time when
she will become a dependent of Great Bri
tain, or when she will want the protection
of France! What is the doctrine of Mr.
Buchanan and Mr. Mason and Soule I If
Cuba is to pass into the bands of an un-

friendly Power, or any Power inimical to
the United Slates, we have a right to seize
and lo bold ber. What is the difference
between the two cases!

If South Carolina is outside of the Con-

federacy as an independent power, discon-
nected from this Government, and we find
her forming alliances to protect her, I ask
what becomes of the great principle, the
law of

THE PROPOSED COERCION OF BORDER SLAVE

STATES BY THE GULF STATES.

Mr. Johnson read extracts from the
message of Governors and the g

Congressmen" from the Gulf Slates, show
ing their determination to drag the Border
states into revolution, lie said :

Now, our sister, without consulting her
sisters, without caring for ther interest or
their consent, says that she will move for-

ward ; lhat she will destroy the Government
ment under we nave lived, and lhat here
after, when she forms a Government or
Constitution, unless ibe border Stales come
in, she will pass laws prohibiting the im
portation of slaves into her state from
those States, and obstruct the slave trade
among the States, and throw the institu-bac- k

upon the border States, so that they
will be compelled to emancipate iheir slaves
upon the principle laid down by the Abo-
lition party. That is the rod held over us!

I tell our sisters in the South that so far
as Tennessee is concerned, she will not be
dragged into a southern or any other con-

federacy until the has had time to consid-

er; and then she will go when sin believes
it to be ber interest, and not before. I
tell our northern friends, who are resisting
the execution of the laws made in con-

formity with the Constitution, lhat we will
not be driven on the other band into their
confederacy, and we will not go it unless
it suits us, and they give us such guaran-
tees as we deem right and proper. We say
to you of the South, we are not to be
frightened and coerced. Oh, when one
talks about coercing a Stale, how madden
ing and insulting to to the State; but when
you want to point out a means by which
to coerce tbera ! But, sir, ' we do not in-

tend to be coerced.
We are told lhat certain Stales will go

out and tear this accursed Constitution in-

to fragments, and drag the pillars of ibis
mighty edifice down upon us, and involve
us all in one common ruin. Will the bor-

der States submit to such a threat?
"

No.
If they do not come into ibe movement,
the pillars of this stupendous fabric cf hu-

man freedom and greatness and goodness
are to be pulled down, and all will be in
volved in one common ruin, such is the
threatening language used. "You shall
come into our confederacy, or we will o
erce you to the emancipation of your
slaves." That is the lauguage which is
held toward us. .

DISUNION IS ABOLITION.

There are many ideas afloat about this
threatened dissolution, and it is lime lo
speak out. The question arises in refer-

ence to the protection and preservation of
the institution of slavery, whether dissolu-
tion is a remedy or will give to il protec-
tion. I avow here, thai if I were
an Abolitionist, and wanted lo accomplish
the overthrow aud abolition of the institu
tion of slavery in the Southern States, the

first step lhat I would take would be to
break the bonds of this Union, and dis-

solve this Government. I believe the con-

tinuance of slavery depends upon the pres-
ervation of this Union, and a compliance
with all the guarantees of the Constitution.
I believe an interference with it will break
up the Union; and I believe dissolution of
the Union will, in the end, though il may
be some time to come, overthrow the insti-

tution of slavery. Hence we find so ina
ny in tlu North who desire ibe dissolution
of these Slates as the most certain and di
rect and effectual means of overthrowing
the institution of slavery.

FOR WHAT IS DISSOLUTION A REMEDY?

What protection would it be to us to dis
solve this Uuion ? What protection would
it be to us to convert this nation into two
hostile Powers, the one warring with the
01 her? Whose property is at stake!
Whose interest is endangered ? Is jt not
ibe property of the border States ! Sup-

pose Canada were moved down upon our
border, and the two separated sections,
then different nations, were hostile, v. hat
would the institution of slavery be worth
on the border ! Every man who has com
mon sense will see that the institution would
take vp its march and retreat, as certainly
and as unerringly as general laws can op-

erate. Yes, il would commence to retreat
the very moment ibis Government was
converted into hostile Powers, and you
made the line beweenlheslaveholding and

Stales the line of divis-

ion.
Then, what remedy do we get for the

institution of slavery ! Must we keep np
a standing army ! Must we keep up forts
bristling wilb arms along the whole border?
This is a question to be considered, one
that involves the future ;and no step sbou Id

be taken without mature reflection. Be-

fore this Union is dissolved and broken up,
we in Tennessee as one of ibe slave States,
want to be consulted; we want to know
what protection we are lo have; whether
we are simply to be made outposts and
guards to protect the property of others,
at the same lime that we sacrifice and loose
our own. We want to understand this
question.

THE ASSOCIATIONS OF UNION.

Mr Johnson spoke eloquently on this
subject, concluding on this head by saying:

Here too, in the center of the Republic,
is the seat of Government which was found-

ed by Washington, and bears bis immortal
name. Who dare appropriate it exclusive-

ly ? It is within the borders of the States
I have enumerated, in whose limits are
found the graves of Washington, of Jack-

son, of Polk, of Clay. From them is it
supposed that we will cherish these endear-
ing associations wilb the hope, if this Re-

public, shall be broken, lhat we may speak
words of pence and reconciliation lo a dis-

tracted, a divided, I may add, a maddened
people. Angry waves may be lashed into
fury on the one hand; on the other blus-
tering winds may rage; but we stand im-

movable upon our basis, as on our own na-

tive mountains presenting their craggy
brows, their unexplored caverns, their sum-

mits "rock ribbed and as ancient as the sun"
we stand spenking peace, association,

and concert, to a distiacied Republic
WHAT KIND OF A GOVERNMENT WILL THE

SOUTH HAVE?

Mr. Johnson proceeded in place to
inquire what sort of a government the
8outh would have if the Union ware dis

solved. He read extracts from Georgia
and South Carolina papers showing that
the people there were actually thinking of
the establishment of a monarchy. Com-
menting on these extracts he said :

Is il not better to
"Bear those ills we hare
Than fly to others lhat we know ant off"
We see, by these indications, that it is

contemplated, to establish a monarchy.
We see it announced lhat this Government
has been a failure from the beginning.
How has it been a failure ? Now, in the
midst of a revolution, while chaos reigns,
it is supposed by some that we con be in-

duced to return to a constitutional or abso-
lute monarchy. Who can tell lhat we
may not have some Louis Napoleon nmong
us who may be ready to make a coup de'
etat, and enthrone himself upon the rights
and upon the liberties of the people!
Who can tell what kind of a government
may grow op !

RED HOT MADNESS.

Speaking of the Slate of Tennessee, Mr,

JonNsoN said:
Sir, I will stand bv the Constilntion of

the country as it is, and by all its guaran
tees. I an not for breaking np this great
Confederacy. Iam for holding on to it as
it is, with ihe mode and manner pointed
out in the mstrumeut for its own amend
inent. It was good enough for Washing
ton, for Adams, for Jenerson, and for Jack
son. It is good enough for us. I intend
to stand by it, and to insist on a compli
ance with its guarantees, North and South.

We intend to act in the Union, and un
der the Constitution, and not about it.
We do not intend that you shall drive us
out of t .is house, that was reared by the
hands of our fathers. Il is our bouse. Il
is 'the constitutional house. We have a
right here, and because you come forward
and violate the ordinances of this house, I
do not intend to go ont; and if you persist
in the violation of the ordinances of the
house, we intend to eject you from the
building, and retain the possession our
selves. We want, if we can, to stay the
heated, and 1 am compelled to say, accord-
ing to my judgment, the rash andprecipi
tate action of some of our southern friends
thai indicates red hot madness.
WHY GO OUT OF THE UNION? WHAT IS THE

MATTER WITH SOUTH CAROLINA?
Why should we go out of ihe Union!

Have we anything to fear? What are we
alarmed about? We say tbat you of the
JNorlb have violated the Constitution, that
you have trampled under foot its guaran
tees; but we intend logo to you in the
proper way, and ak you to redress the
wrong, and to comply with the Constitu
tion. We believe the tune will come when
you will do it, and we do not intend to
break up the government until the fact is
ascertained that you will nol do it. Where
is the grievance, where is the complaint
thai presses our sister. South Carolina,
now ? Is it lhat she wants to carry slave-
ry into the Territories; lhat she wants
protection of slavery there? How lon
has it been since, upon this very floor, her
own Senators voted il was not necessary to
make a statute now for the protection of
slavery in the 1 em tones 1 No longer ago
than the last session.

I was going on to say that the want of
protection to slavery in the Territories can
not be considered a grievance now. This
is not ihe reason she is going out, and go-

ing to break up this Confederacy. What
is il, then ? Is there anv issue between
South Carolina and the Federal Govern
ment? Has the Federal Government fail
ed lo comply with, and to carry out, the
obligations that it owes to South Carolina I
In what has the Federal Government fail
ed? In a hat has it neglected the inter
est ol South Carolina? What law has il
undertaken lo enforce upon South Caroli
na that is unconstitutional and oppressive ?

If there were gnevauces, Mr. Johnson
said they should bo specially stated.
THE POSITION OF TENNESSEE AND SOUTH

CAROLINA COMPARED.

Tennessee will be found standing as
turn and unyielding in ber demands for
those guarantees in the way a Slate should
si aud, as any other Slate in this Confeder
acy, she is not quite so belligerent now.
She is not making quite so much noise.
She is uot as blustering as Sempronius was
in the council in Addison s play of Lata,
who declared that "his voice was still for
war." There was another character there.
Lucius, who was called upon to know what
his opinions were, nud when he was called
upon, he replied that he innst confess his
thoughts were turned on peace; but when
the extremity came, Lucius, who was de
liberative, who was calm, and whose tho'ts
were upon iwace, was found true to ihe in-

terests of his country. If proved him
self to be a man and a soldier; while the
other was a traitor and a coward.

LINCOLN'S ELECTION.
Mr. Johnson proceeded to show that

Lincoln's election was no adequate cause for
secession. If the South Carolina Sena
tors would come back and stay, there would
be a majority of six in the Senate against
Lincoln on the 4th of March next.

Am I to be so great a coward as to re-

treat from duty ? I will stand here and
meet the encroachments upon the institu-
tions of my country at the threshhold;
and as a roan, as one that loves my coun
try and my constituents. 1 will stand
here and resist all encroachments and ad
vances. Here is the place to stand. Shall
I desert the citadel, and let the enemy
come in and take possession ! No. Can
Mr. Lincoln send a foreign minister, or
even a consul, abroad, unless he receives
the sanction of the Senate? Cnn he ap-

point a postmaster whoso salary is over a
thousand dollars a year, without the con
sent of the Senate ?' Shall we desert our
posts, shrink from our responsibilities, and
permit Mr. Lincoln to come with his co-

horts, as we consider them, from the North,
to carry offevervlhing! Are we so cowardly
that now we are defeated, not conquered, we
shall do this? Yes, we are defeated ac-

cording to the forms of law and the Con-
stitution; but the teal victory is ours the
moral force is with us. Are we going lo de
sert that noble thai patriotic band who have
stood by us at the North ? who have stood
by us upon principle ? who have stood by

us upon the Constitution ! They stood by
us and fought the battle upon principle;
and now that we have been defeated, not
conquered, are we to turn our backs upon
them and leave them to tbeir fate! I, for
one will not. I intend lo stand by them.
How many votes did we get in the North!
We got more votes in the North agaiust
Lincoln than the entire southern States cast
Are they not able and faithful allies! They
are; and now, on account of this tempora-
ry defeat, are we to turu our backs upon
tbem and leave tbera to their fate, as they
bavefallen for us in former controversies.

We find, when all the North is summed
up, tbat Mr. Lincoln's majority there is
about two hundred thousand on the pop'
ular vote; and when that is added to the
other vote cast throughout the Union, he
stands to-da-y in a minority of nearly a
million votes. What, then is necessary to-b- e

done ! To stand to our posts like men,
and act upon principle; stand for the eonn-- i
try ; and in four years from ibis day, Lin--'
coin and his administration will be lurned-ou- t,

and the worst defeated and broken
down that ever came into power, it is an
inevitable result from the combination of
elements that now exist. What cause, then,
is there to break np the Union ! What
reason is there for deserting our posts and
destroying this greatest aud best Govern-
ment that was ever spoken into existence.'
THE IRREPRESSIBLE CONFLICT IN SOUTH

Are we likely, when we get to ourselves,
North and South, to sink into brotherly
love ! Are we likely to be so harmonious '
in that condition as some suppose ! What
d:d we find here the other day among onr
brother Senators, one of whom referred lo
a Southern Governor. I allude to it only
to show the feeling that exists even among
ourselves. I am sometimes impressed with
the force of Mr. Jefferson's remark, that :

we we may as well keep the North to quar- -
rel with, for if we have no North to quar- -
rel with we shall quarrel among ourselves.
We are a sort of quarrelsome, pugnacious
people; and if we caDnot get a quarrel
from one quarter, we shall have it from
another; and I would rather quarrel a lit-

tle now wilh the North than than be quar-
relling with ourselves. Because the Gov
ernor of a Southern State was refusing to -

convene the Legislature to hasten this
movement that was going on throughout
the South ; and because he objected to that
course of conduct, what did a Senator say
nere in me American senate 1 The ques-
tion was was asked if there was not some
Texan Brutus that would rise up and rid
the country of the hoary-heade- d traitor?
This is the language that a Senator used.
This is the way we begin to speak of South-- '
eru Governors. Yes, lo remove an obsta-
cle, wo must have a modern Brutus who '

will go 10 the capitol of a State and as-- '

sassiunte a Governor to accelerate the
movement going on. If we are so unscru
pulous in reference to ourselves, and iu ref
erence to the means we are willing 10 era-- .

ploy to consummate this dissolution, then
il does not look very much like harmonv
among ourselves after we get out out it. . :

THE SPIRIT OF CONCESSION FOR SAKE

OF THE UNION.
I believe that, to a certain extent, disso-

lution is going to tnke place. I say to .

the North, you might to coma up in the -

spiri: which should characterize and con
trol the North on this question: and voa
ought to give those indications iu good faith
lhat will approach what the South de-
mands. It will be no sacrifice on rour
part. It is no suppliancy on ours, but
simply a demand or right. What con-cessi-

is there in doing right? Then,
come forward. We have it iu our power

yes, this Congress here to-da-y has it in
its power to save this Union, even after
South Carolina has gone out. Will they
notdoil? Yuucaudoit. Who is will-

ing to take the dreadful alternative with-
out nmkiug an honerable effort to save
this Government? This Congress has it
in its power to day lo arrest this thing, at .
least for a season, until there is time to
consider about it, until we can act discreet-

ly and prudeutly, and I believe arrest it
altogether.

I, for one, will staud here
until the high behest of my constituents
demands me to desert my post ; and in-

stead of laying hold of the columns of
this fabric and pulling il down, though I
may nol be much ot a prop, I will stand
wilh my shoulder supporting the edifice as
long as human effort cau do it.

This speech, of course, was a very un- - ,

comfortable oue for the secessionists, aud
they of course indicated by their manner
toward the Tennessee Senator that they
considered hirn "an Abolitionist-- " . They
several times interupted him in an inso--
lent way. v igfall and Jeff Davis were
guilty of gross discourtesy. We have
omitted all the record of this interruption,
lhat we make room for the essential parts
of the speech. When Mr. Johnson con
cluded, old Joe Lane made a blathering
speech, in which he betryed his treasonable
spirit, and a display of about equal "parts
of ignorance and impertinence.

3TTbe New York Tribune has a cor
respondent in Charleston. He says in his
communication dated Dec. 7th :

I desire to renew my compliments to
the Mercury, which so much wishes to
know who I am. and whether I had not
better Vo borne." This morning I mount
ed a new cockade and walked down Broad
street, read the blue banner stretched across
from the Mercury office, and thought it
bad a deeper blue lhau usual, probably on
Account of the election, read the Bulletin,
and then concluded lhat, on the whole, I
would not "go home," although I woo Id,
in general, do almost anything to oblige
the Colon I. In fact, the correspondent
of the Tribune will remain io town for
somo time yet.

CoNoasssioMAL Joke Mr. Porcher
Miles, of the Charleston district, excused
liini-el- f and his colleagues from voting
ou the question of a select committee,

in substance, that before il cuIJ
report its conclusions South Carolina would
be out of the Union, and be himself, in-

stead of being Miles in Congress, woulJ

be Mil away.


